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Southern 	The Chairman opened the Public Hearing at 10:42 am, to consider the formation of the 
Inyo Fire 	Southern Inyo Fire Protection District One of the Petitioners, Jeff Fredricksen was 
Protection present and addressed the Board requesting approval of the formation of the Fire District 
District/ 	Mr. Peter Chamberlin, Inyo County Planning Director, reviewed staff recommendations, 
Formation noting a change in the Resolution language to include a paragraph indicating that CEQA 

Guidelines had been followed by approving the Negative Declaration. The Chairman 
closed the Public Hearing at 10:50 a.m. 

Resolution Moved by Supervisor Payne and seconded by Supervisor Bear to adopt Resolution #93-52 
#93-52/ 	approving the formation of the Southern Inyo Fire Protection District and appointing 
So. Inyo 	acting directors. Motion carried unanimously. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 93-52 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
OF THE COUNTY OF INYO 

APPROVING THE FORMATION OF THE 
SOUTHERN INYO FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 

WHEREAS, Petitioners Jeff Frederiksen, Eric Inman, and Aldine 
Wallace have made application for the formation of Southern Inyo 
Fire Protection District based upon the desire of the Petitioners 
and other registered voters of the southeastern portion of Inyo 
County to form a fire protection district for the purpose of 
providing fire protection services and other services relating to 
the protection of lives and property; and 

WHEREAS, the formation of a fire protection district is 
provided for pursuant to Section 13800, et. seq., of the California 
Health and Safety Code (Fire Protection District Law) and by 
Section 56000 et. seq. of the California Government Code (Cortese-
Knox Local Government Reorganization Act); and 

WHEREAS, the area to be formed into the district consists of 
approximately 1,300 square miles the boundaries of which encompass 
the area east of the Death Valley National Monument boundary; west 
of the California-Nevada State Line; and north of the Inyo County-
San Bernardino County Line; and south of the California-Nevada 
State Line at the Death Valley National Monument boundary; and 

WHEREAS, the registered voters within the proposed  boundaries 
of the district have circulated a petition conforming to the 
requirements of Health and Safety Code section 13816 (the 
"Formation Petition"), obtained signatures from 68.7% of the 
registered voters, and filed the Formation Petition in accordance 
with Health and Safety code section 13819, and a Certificate of 
Sufficiency is on file with the Executive Officer of the Local 
Agency Formation Commission; and 

WHEREAS, an Initial Study was prepared on the formation of the 
district and it was found that it will not have a significant 
environmental effect, and accordingly, a Negative Declaration was 
prepared on the formation of the district pursuant to the 
California Environmental Quality Act and adopted by the Inyo County 
Local Agency Formation Commission; and 

(1) 



WHEREAS, the Inyo County Local Agency Formation Commission 
after conducting a noticed hearing on September 1, 1992, on the 
Formation Petition, and after receiving no protests, approved the 
formation of the Southern Inyo Fire Protection District; and 

WHEREAS, Petitioners for the Southern Inyo Fire Protection 
District requested reconsideration of the Local Agency Formation 
commission's determination of property tax allocation as being no 
such taxes to be allocated, and first asserting that the procedure 
should involve the Inyo County Board of Supervisors and 
subsequently recognizing the commission's sole authority to make 
such determination pursuant to Government Code Section 56842; and 

WHEREAS, the Inyo County Board of Supervisors as the 
conducting authority for the district to be formed held a public 
hearing on April 22, 1993 and referred the district formation back 
to the Local Agency Formation Commission for a final determination 
on allocation of property taxes in accordance with Government Code 
Section 56842, as requested by Petitioners; and 

WHEREAS, at a public hearing held on August 3, 1993, the Local 
Agency Formation Commission made a final determination on 
Petitioner's request for reconsideration of its property tax 
allocation determination, which determination is set forth in Local 
Agency Formation Commission Resolution No. 93-1; and 

WHEREAS, as set forth in said Resolution, pursuant to Section 
56842 (c) (2) of Government Code, the Local Agency Formation 
Commission found and determined the "total net cost" funded by all 
affected agencies to provide the services proposed by the Southern 
Inyo Fire Protection District to be zero; and 

WHEREAS, as set forth in said Resolution, pursuant to Section 
56842 (c) (3) of Government Code, the LoOal Agency Formation 
Commission found and determined the amount of property tax revenue 
to be adjusted by the Inyo County Auditor/Controller to be zero; 
and 

WHEREAS, as set forth in said Resolution, the Local Agency 
Formation Commission also established an appropriations limit for 
the Southern Inyo Fire Protection District in accordance with 
Article XIII B of the California Constitution (Section 56842.5 of 
Government Code) at .one million dollars ($1,000,000); and 

WHEREAS, as set forth in said Resolution, the Local Agency 
Formation Commission ratified, confirmed and approved its 
Resolution 92-3 making determinations and approving the application 
for the formation of the Southern Inyo Fire Protection District; 
and 

C 
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WHEREAS, the county assessment roll will not be utilized; 
and 

WHEREAS, the proposed district will not be taxed for 
existing general bonded indebtedness; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that, pursuant to Section 
13829 of the Health and Safety Code, the Inyo County Board of 
Supervisors does hereby approve the formation of the Southern 
Inyo Fire Protection District and declares the district to be 
duly organized under the Fire Protection District Law for the 
purposes as provided for in Section 13862 of the Health and 
Safety Code within and consisting of the geographic area 
described in "Exhibit A," which is attached hereto and 
incorporated herein by this reference; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Inyo County Board of 
Supervisors hereby ratifies, confirms, and approves the Negative 
Declaration adopted by the Local Agency Formation Commission 
which is attached hereto as Exhibit "B" and incorporated by this 
reference; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, as provided in Health and 
Safety Code section 13823.5, the Inyo County Board of Supervisors 
finds that the Formation Petition filed pursuant to Health and 
Safety Code section 13819 has been signed by not less than 51 
percent of the registered voters residing within the territory to 
be included within the proposed district, and therefore, the 
Board hereby dispenses with, and orders the district formed 
without, an election; 

• BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, pursuant to Health and Safety 
Code section 13835, the Board of Directors of the Southern Inyo 
Fire Protection District shall be appointed by the Inyo County 
Board of Supervisors; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that in order for the newly formed 
district to be able to conduct business prior to the appointment 
of Directors pursuant to the application procedures in Government 
Code section 54974, the Inyo County Board of Supervisors hereby 
appoints the following persons to serve as acting Directors until 
permanent appointments are made and become effective in 
accordance with section 54974: 

1. Brian W. Brown 
2. Susan Sorrells 
3. Cynthia L. Guptill 
4. Eric E. Inman 
5. Margaret Schwaab; 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Clerk of the Board is hereby 
authorized and instructed to advertise and solicit appointment 
applications and to present applications received in response to 
the Board of Supervisors at its next regular meeting after the 
close of the application period for action by the Board of 
Supervisors to appoint the .permanent members of the District 
Board of Directors; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, the Clerk of the Board is 
hereby instructed and ordered to transmit two certified copies of 
this Resolution to the LAFCO Executive officer; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the LAYCO Executive officer is 
hereby requested to prepare a certificate of completion in 
accordance with Government Code section 57201 and file it 
together with the certified copy of this resolution, with the 
Inyo County Recorder, requesting that the Recorder record the 
documents immediately and transmit for filing to the Secretary of 
State a certified copy of the Resolution to the extent required 
by Health and Safety Code section 13830, in accordance with 
procedures for completing the formation of the district; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Inyo County Board of 
Supervisors acknowledges that the effective date of the formation 
of the district shall be the date in which the certificate of 
completion is recorded by the Inyo County Recorder pursuant to 
Government Code Sections 57007 and 57202(c). 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 10th day of August, 1993 by the 
following vote: 

AYES: Supervisor Arcularius, Bear, Dean, Gracey and Payne 

NOES: 	-0- 

ABSENT: 	-0- 

ABSTAINED: 

Sam Dean, Chairman 
Inyo County Board of Supervisors 

ATTEST: C. BRENT WALLACE, 
Clerk of the Board 

By: 
Patricia Gunsolley 

$ Deputy 
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Exaiurr "A" 

RESOLUTION NO. 92-- 

LEGAL DESCRU'TION FOR PROPOSED 
SOUTHERN INYO FIRE PROTECIION DISIIUCT 

Beginning at a point being the intersectiqn oflnyo-San Bernardino County Line with the 
California-Nevada State Line, said point being the tine point of beginning; thence 
northwest along the state line to the northwest corner of Sec. 30, TAN., R.4E, S.B.M.; 
thence south along the west boundary of 114E., S.B.B.&M. to the southwest corner Sec. 
6, t26N., lt4E., S.B3.&M; thence west to the northwest corner Sec. 8, T.26N., R.M. 
S.B.B.&ML; thence south to the southwest comer Sec. 32, t26N., R.3E., &BB.&ML; 
thence west to the northwest corner Sec. 5, t25N., R.3E., S.BS.&M4 thence south to a 
point being the intersection of the west line of Sec. 17, T.25N., K3E., S.BS.&M. and the 
northeast edge of Dantes View Road;  thence southeast along the northerly edge of Dantes 
View Road to the south line of Sec. 17; thence east along the south line of said Sec. 17, 
t25N., R.3E., SS.B.&M. to the southeast corner of Sec. 16, T.25N., R.3E, &B.B.&ML; 
thence south to the southwest corner Sec. 34, T.24N., R.3E., SB.B.&!vL; thence east to 
the northwest corner Sec. 6, T.23N., RAE., S$.B.&M.; thence south along the west 
boundary ofK4E., SB.B.&ML to the southwest corner Sec. 30, T.22N., P.411, 
S.B.B.&!t; thence east to the northwest corner of Sec. 31, T.22N., R.SE., S.RB.&M.; 
thence south to the southwest corner of Sec. 31, T.21N., lt5B., SLB.B.&M4 thence west 
to the northwest corner Sec. 6, T.20N., R. 5E., &B.B.&M.; thence south to the southwest 
corner Sec. 19, T.20N., R.5E., SLB.B.&M.; thence east to the center 1/4 corner of Sec. 
29, T.20N., R.SE., S.B.B.&M.; thence south along the center of Sec. 29 & 32, T.20N., 
ME., S.B.B.&K to a point on the inyo-San Bernardino County Lin thence east along 
said county line to a point on the east line of Sec. 25, T.20N., Ri fE., S.B.B.&M4 thence 
north to the southwest corner of Sec. 31, T.20N., P. 12E., S.B.B.&M.; thence east to the 
true point of beginning, all in the County of Jnyo, State of California. 



EXUIBIT "B" 

SOUTHERN INTO FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT FORMATION - 1992 

INITIAL STUDY AND EVALUATION OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS 

This document, and all material related to the application of 
.listrict formation are herein incorporated by reference, shall 
constitute the Initial Study pursuant to Section 15063 of the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines. 

I. BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 

1. APPLICANT: Eric Truman 
Chief Petitioner 

2. ADDRESS AND PHONE: P.O. Box 186 
Tecopa, CA 92389 
619-852-4259 

II. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT AND AREA OF POTENTIAl. IMPACT: 

1. DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT:  

The proposed project involves the formation of a Fire Protec-
tion District pursuant to Section 13800 • et. seq., of the 
California Health and Safety Code (Fire Protection District 
Law of 1987). 

At present, the project area is provided fire protection 
services by the Tecopa-Shoshone Volunteer Fire Department 
which is solely a volunteer organization. In addition, fire 
protection services are provided by the Bureau of Land Man-
agement in Baker, CA (40 miles to the south) and the Pabrump 
Fire Department in Nevada (25 miles to the east). However, 
there are no "mutual aid agreements" since the Tecopa-
Shoshone Volunteer Fire Department is not a formal organiza- 
tion. 	 - 

The proposed project will create the "Southern Inyo Fire 
Protection District" which will formalize - fire suppression 
and pre-suppression services and will take over the. adminis-
tration and services of the Tecopa-Shoshone Volunteer Fire 
Department which has existed since 1913. 



:12 addition, it is proposed to establish a Sphere of :nflu-
ence for the new district pursuant to Section 56425, et. 
seq. • of the California Government Code. The Sphere of 
Influeice is the plan for the probable ultimate physical 
boundaries of the proposed District. In this case, the 
Sphere of Influence will coincide with the proposed bound-
aries of the Southern Inyo Fire Protection District. 

a RE& WHICH MAY BE AFFECTED BY THE PROJECT:  

The boundaries of the proposed Southern Inyo Fire Protection 
District extend from the eastern boundary of Death Valley 
National Monument eastward to the California-Nevada Border 
and southward to the Inyo-San Bernardino county Line. The 
proposed district is triangular in shape and contains approx-
iaately 1,300 square miles. The vast majority of the lands 
within the proposed district is under the ownership of the 
Bureau of Land Management who will still retain jurisdiction 
for rangeiand/wildland fires. 

III. ENVIRONMEflAL IMPACTS: 

The following is an environmental impact assessment checklist 
which provides the reviewer a summary of the environmental 
impacts which may occur from the proposed project. Following 
the environmental impact assessment checklist iä a written 
discussion of all the- environmental categories and possible 
mitigation measures to eliminate or reduce the impacts. 
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DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION 

A. THE PROJECT DOES NOT HAVE THE POTENTIAL FOR ANY ADVERSE 
ENVI RON)!UITfl, IMPACTS IN THE FOLLOWING AREAS: 

1. 	EARTH:. AIR; WATER; PLANT LIFE; ANIMAL LIFE; NOISE; LIGHT 
AND GLARE; LAND USE; NATURAL RESOURCES; RISK OF UPSET.  popt. 
LATICN; MOUSING; TRANsPORTATIoN/CIRCuLATION; PUBLIC SPECIES;  
ENERGY; UTILITIES; HUMAN HEALTH; AESTHETICS: RECREATION; AND 
CULTURAL RESOURCES.  

The proposed formation of the Southern Inyo Fire Protection 
District will not result in any physical modification to the 
environment. No construction of new facilities or equipment 
will be required as a result of the formation of the dis-
trict. The formation of the district is an administrative 
re-organization in which the proposed district will assume 
the responsibilities and equipment of the existing Tecopa-
Shoshone Volunteer Fire Department. 

The only resulting impact will be BENEFICIAL under "Public 
Servicesu category. With the formation of a formalized fire 
protection organization it is anticipated that the district 
will be eligible for surplus fire fighting equipment, grants 
and loans. This will upgrade the fire fighting capability 
of the district. 

B. THE PROJECT HAS TEW POTENTIAL FOR LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT 
ADVERSE IMPACTS IN THE FOLLOWING AREAS: 

None. 

C. THE PROJECT' HAS THE POTENTIAL FOR SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE IM-
PACTS ON THE ENVIRONMENT WHICH WILL EITHER BE FULLY MITIGAT-
ED OR MITIGATED TO 7PC5  THAN SIGNIFICANT LEVELS IN THE 
FOLLOWING AREAS: 

None. 

D. THE PROJECT HAS THE POTENTIAL FOR SIGNIFICANT. ADVERSE IX-
PACTS ON THE ENVIRONMENT IN THE FOLLOWING AREAS: 

None. 

IV. DEPARTMENT/AGENCIES TO BE SENT ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT: 

Bureau of Land Management (Barstow) 
Death Valley National Monument 
Inyo County Coordinator of Emergency Services 
Inyo County Fire Marshall 
Inyo County Department of Building and Safety 
Eric Inman, thief Petitioner 

to 
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V. PERSONS AND AGENCIES CONSULTED IN THE PREPARATION OF 
THIS INITIAL STUDY: 

Eric F. Inman, Chief Petitioner 

VI. DETERMINATION: 

On the basis of this Initial Study: 

•.3c. I find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant 
effect on the environment and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION WILL BE 
PREPARED. 

I find that although the proposed project could have a 
significant effect on the environment., there will not be a 
significant effect in this case because the mitigation 
measures described on the attached sheet have been added to 
the project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION WILL BE 
PREPARE. 

I find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on 
the environment and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT  IS RE-
QUIRED.. 

DAtE 	 Roger Hart 
LAPCO Executive Officer 
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reorganization is slipwn ôJ the attached map and legal descnpnon, marke4xl!Jb!t 
A md by this refetciincorporated herein 	- 	' 

- 	•ThJs châhge.Or drgàni4siOn/ro.rgahizaii'on has beenapróved subjectto the 
foll5wing terms 	co and 	 any None 

7 	1he resolution ordèiógs cliang o

31 

f orgaruzationireorganiztion wfl)out 
eectiqrj Qr conlmnmEg an ofder for this change after confirmation by the voters 

as dopted on ugust 10 1993 by the Inyo County Board of Supervisors 

1heeby cerpfy that.r.have eãmiñëd the rsolutiOn ôitel above,- inclu4ing ànyterjnk 
conditions and the map and legal desaiption and have found these docuinpnts to be in 
comp liaji ce with I AFCO Resolution No 92-3, adopted on September 1 1992 	- 

:cent1icat is issued bry thèE*ejWW 
on Of Invo County; California 

.-;..- • • 

Lby LAFCQ. is Southeyr .r. 1- - 	- 	--- 	... 

;tt!.t
zw v - 	 - Executte Officer 	. - 

Local Agency Formation 
ssi6nbf Invo CoUn 



BRAITMAN 
& ASSOCIATES 

CERTIFIED MAIL 

October 10, 2006 

TO: 	General Managers of the 

Big Pine Fire Protection District 
Bishop Rural Fire Protection District 
Independence Fire Protection District 
Lone Pine Fire Protection District 
Olancha Community Services District 
Southern Jnyo Fire Protection District 

SUBJECT: Review Draft - Municipal Service Review /Sphere of Influence Update 
Review Draft —Directory of Local Agencies 

Enclosed for review, portions of the report on Municipal Service Reviews (MSRs) and Sphere of 
Influence Updates for local agencies in I.nyo County. These are still in draft  form. 

Please review this in ormation for accuracy and completeness. LAFCO has scheduled 60 days - 
until Friday, December 15 - for local agencies to review the report but I hope to hear from you 
before then if you see the need for any changes. 

The Commission will hold two public hearings to consider MSRs and Update Spheres as 
follows: 

Friday, January 26,2006 at 1:00 p.m. 
Bishop City Council Chambers 
301 West Line Street 
Bishop, CA 93514 

Friday, February 9,2006 at 1:00 p.m. 
Boulder Creek RV Park Meeting Room 
2250 Highway 395 
Lone Pine, CA 93545 

The Commission seeks public input at both hearings and plans to adopt the MSRs and update the 
Spheres of Influence at the February 9, 2006 meeting. 

8277 CHEsHIRE STREET *VENTURA CA 93004 • (805) 647-7612 • FAx (805) 647-7647 • brathnanl@everdream.com  



(Th 	General Managers, Fire Protection Districts 
October 1Q;2006 
Page 2 

Also enclosed for your review is a data page and map that will become part of the first ever 
"Directory of Local Agencies in Inyo County" that is being prepared by the Inyo LAFCO. 

Please review the enclosed information for accuracy and completeness and provide me with any 
changes or corrections so we can make adjustments before presenting the final versions to the 
Commission. If we don't hear from you in 60 days - by December 15 —we will assume the 
information for your agency is correct and acceptable to you. 

Provide send any changes or corrections to: 

Bob Braitman 	 (805) 647-7612 
8277 Cheshire Street 
	

(805) 647-7647 fax 
Ventura CA 93004 
	

braitman2@everdream.com  

The completed Directory will be distributed to County Supervisors, local agencies, County 
Departments and public libraries. It is planned to place the Directory on the Inyo LAFCO 
website and update it annually. Copies will be available for purchase by the public. 

C 	Thank you for your cooperation. Do not hesitate to contact me if you have questions. 

Sincerely, 

BOB BRAITMAN 
Consultant to Inyo LAFCO 

cc: 	Ron Juliff, Inyo LAFCO 



C: 	AGENCY REVIEW DRAFT 

SOUTHERN INYO FIRE 
C 

	 PROTECTION DISTRICT 

MUNICIPAL SERVICE REVIEW AND 
SPHERE OF INFLUENCE UPDATE 

/ 

Report to the 
Inyo Local Agency Formation Commission 

October 2006 



1.MUNICIPAL SERVICE REVIEW 

Description of District 

The Southern Inyo Fire Protection District was formed in 1993 and operates pursuant to 
the Fire Protection District Law of 1987 (Health & Safety Code, Section 13800 et seq.). 

The District is bOated in southeast Inyo County, including seven small communities 
including Tecopa and surrounding areas. The District boundaries and sphere of influence 
are coterminous. 

The District is governed by a five member board of directors, elected at-large. The Fire 
Chief is responsible for administration. It is staffed by 12 volunteer fire fighters. 

District Services 

The District provides fire suppression, haiardous materials and emergency medical and 
basic life support services. 

Other Governmental Agencies within the District  

The District overlaps the Southern Inyo Hospital District, Inyo-Mono Resource 
Conservation District and the Tecopa Cemetery District. 

2.MSR DETERMINATIONS 

This report addresses the MSR factors specified in LAFCO's governing statute. 

Infrastructure Needs and Deficiencies 

The District provides fire suppression services from one fife station in Tecopa. The 
District does not have an adopted capital improvement plan. 

It appears the District can accommodate service demands from its facilities, with mutual 
and automatic aid agreements in place with neighboring fire service agencies covering 
Amargosa valley and Pahrump , Nevada, and the Bureau of Land Management. 

Growth and Population Projections 

The District provides services as population growth occurs. The District is planning for 
possible major grpwth in Charleston View; a development project in that location may 
increase the District population by morethan 600% within ten years. 

(H 
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0 Financing Constraints and Opportunities 

The District is financed largely by Federal and State grants, assessments and income from 
ambulance service calls. 

Current revenue sources may avoid Jong-term, unfunded District obligations, though the 
anticipated population growth in Charleston View. will tax revenues and may allow the 
District to increase its services to that community. 

Cost-Avoidance Opportunities 

The District participates in mutual aid and response agreements with other emergency 
response agencies. Being a volunteer fire protection agency minimizes service expenses. 

Opportunities for, Rate Restructuring 

There are no obvious opportunities for rate restructuring in the operations of the District. 

Opportunities for Shared Facilities 

There are no obvious opportunities shared facilities due to the location of Tecopa in 
relationship to other communities and fire protection agencies. 

Government Structure Options 

There are no obvious government structure options. 

Mother option might be the formation of an Inyo County Joint Powers Fire Authority 
that would combi4e and coordinate all of the local fire protection services in the County, 
though Tecopa is distant from the other fire service agencies. 

Management Efficiencies 

The District, given its limited resources, exhibits the characteristics of a volunteer-based 
fire protection district efficiently serving its residents and customers. 

Local Accountability and Governance 

The District Board of Directors is elected by and accountable to the voters who reside in 
the District. Board agendas are posted for public review in Tecopa, Tecopa Hot Springs 
and Shoshone. 

(7 
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3. SPHERE OF INFLUENCE REVIEW AND UPDATE 

Description of Current Sphere of Influence  

The District's boundaries and sphere of influence are coterthinous. 

No Proposed. Sphere Changes  

There are no known sphere change proposals at this time.,  

Sphere of Influence Determinations  

Inasmuch as no changes in the sphere of influence are proposed at this time it is not 
necessary for the, commission to adopt or approve sphere of influence determinations. 

4.ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS & REFERENCES 

The Inyo LAFCO, staff prepared this Municipal Service Review. Responsibility for any 
errors or omissions rests with those who prepared the report. 

The Lone Pine Fire Protection District provided the basic information and documents 
upon which the ey aluation is based. The District staff; notably Fire Chief Paul Postle, 
was instrumental in providing data. 

Mapping services,were provided by the County of Inyo. 

Available Documentation 

The "Request for, Information for Municipal Service Reviews" submitted by the District 
and supporting ddcuments referred to therein are available in the LAFCO office. 

5. RECOMMENDATIONS'  

In consideration Of information gathered and evaluated during the Municipal Service 
Review it is .recommended the Commission affirm the current Sphere of Influence and 
that it not be expanded or revised at this time. 

Z-3 
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BRAITMAN 
& ASSOCIATES 

October 12, 2006 

Chief Paul Postlé 
Southern Inyo FPD 
P0 Box 51 
Tecopa CA 92389 

Dear Chief: 

After we distributed the Agency Review Draft MSR and Sphere of Influence Update report we 
noticed a typo, on page Z-3. Under "Acknowledgements & References" we incorrectly typed 
Lone Pine Fire Protection District when we meant to say Southern Jnyo Fire Protection District. 

A corrected page is enclosed. 

Sincerely, 

BOB BRMTMAN 

cc: 	Courtney Smith, lnyo LAPCO 

8277 CHESHIRE STREFT 9 VENTURA CA 93004 • (805) 647-7612 • FAx (805) 647-7647 • braitmani@everdream.com  



Southern Inyo Fire Protection District - Fiscal Year 2005- 2006 Approved Budget 

	 0 

Code Description 
Proposed Budget 
Assured Funds 

Potential Grant 
Income 

Approved Budget 
F? 05-68 EMS Grant DOE Grant FEMA BLM HMEP Balance 

4301 Interest Income $350.00 $350.00 $350.00 

4498 State Grants $0.00 $50,000.00 550000.00 $50000.00 $36,000.00 $86,000.00 

4555 Federal Crania $0.00 $94,925.00 $04921.00 $01,421.00 381,421.00 

4590 OtherGrante WOO $4,500.00 $4,500.00 $4500.00 $4,500.00 

4511 Aesesementa $751000.00 $75,000.00 . . $75,000.00 

4816 ,AsnbuIance & Fire Fees $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 

4951 Donations $100.00 $100.00 $100.00 

Income Total $95,450.00 $549,421.00 $244,871.00 $4,503.00 1150,000.00 $81,421.00 $0.00 $38000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $287,371.00 

8001 Salaried Employees $27,200.00 $27,200.00 $8,000.00 $33,200.00 

5021 Refinement & Social Security $1,900.00 $1,900.00 $1,900.00 

5112 Personal & SafetyEqulpm.nt $800.00 $35,085.00 $35,555.00 $20,885.00 $11,200.00 $32,885.00 

5152 Workers Compensation $5,000.00 $8,000.00 $6,000.00 

6154 Unemployment insurance $500.00 $0.00 $500.00 

6165 Public Liability Insurance $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

5168 Insurance Premiums $8,200.00 . 	$8,200.00 $8,200.00 

5171 Maintenance of Equipment' Parts & Labor $8,350.00 $5,350.00 - .50,00 

5173 Maintenance of Equipment' Perte $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 

5109 Maintenance of Stn'clojres . Materials 	' $500.00 $500.00 $500.00 

5201 MedIcal. Dental & Lab Stipples $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

8232 Office & Other EquIpment <$5,000 $500.00 $500.00 $5,815.00 . $ejis,00 

8203 Advertising $500.00 $500.00 $500.00 

5255 Prof essIonalS special Services $11,000.00 $57,896.00 $80896.00 $3,950.00 $19,000.00 $37,396.00 $30,000.00 . $101,348.00 

$301 Smell Tools & Irreftumente $1,500.00 $11,000.00 $13,500.00 , $1,500.00 

$311 General Operating E,pensea $35,250.00 $550.00 $16,800.00 $850.00 $15,000.00 

.5331 Travel Expanse $3,000.00 $02,775.00 $16,175.00 13,110.00 $6,110.00 

5351 Ulliftine $1,700.00 $1,700.00 - $1,700.00 

8801 Land $500.00 $500.00 $500.00 

6613 Building $0.00-  $3,500.00 $3,500.00 $4,500.00 $4,500.00 



5845 Sit.—,.,,  fe.1113 . $250.00 $260.00 $250.00 

5868 Heaw Equipment $0.00 $34,000.00 $34,000.00 $34,000.00 $34000.00 

5589 Office Equipment' $5000 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

5870 Other Equipment' $5000 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

5874 Vehicles $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

5901 Conth,gertcie, $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Expense Total $89650.00 $855,206.00 $244,858.00 $4,500.00 $501000.00 $85,708.00 40.00 $35,000.00 $255,658.00 

BelancetReeerve $5,800.00 ($5,785.00) $15.00 $0.00 $0.00 ($4,285.00) $0.00 $0.00 $1.515.0O 



Southern Inyo Fire Protection District - ,-iscal Year 2006- 2007 Approved Budget 

Code Description 
Proposed Budget 
Assured runs 

potential Grant 
Income 

.upproved Budget 
P 06.07 EMS Grant DOE Grant FEMA . ELM HMEP Octane. 

4301 Interact Income '- 	$700.00 $0.00 $700.00 $700.00 

4498 State Grants $0.00 $81385.43 $6,585.46 , $0565.46 $8865.46 

4555 Federal Grants $0.00 $87,335.00 $51,535.00 $50735.00 $0000.00 $57,535.00 

4599 Other Grants $0.00 $7,930.00 $7,930.00 $7,930.00 

, 

$7930.00 

4811 Assessments $75,000.00 $000 $75,000.00 $76,000.00 

4815 M*ulance & rise Fees $24,000.00 $0.00 - 	$24,000.00 - $24000.00 

4951 DonatIons $000.00 $0.00 $100.00 $100.00 

Income Total $99,800.00 374,030.46 $113,630.48 $7,930.00 $0.09 $50,735.00 $6,800.00 38,505.46 $0.00 $0.00 $173,830.46 

5001 Salaried Employees $35,400.00 $1058909 $46,989.09 $11,076.00 $813.09 $46,080.09 

5021 Retirement & social 8owrt $2,430.00 $0.00 $2,450.00 $2,450.00 

6112 Personal S Safety Equipment $1,000.00 $551000.00 $19,000.00 $11,200.00 $8,800.00 $19,000.00 

5152 Woaters Compensation $7,000.00 $0.00 $7,000.00 $7,000.00 

5154 Unemployment Insurance $600.00 $0.00 $800.00 - $600.00 

3155 Pubic LIeblIlly Insurance $0.00 $000 $0.00 $0.00 

5155 Insurance Premiums $81 500.00 $000 $8,500.00 $5,500.00 

5171 MaIntenance of Equipment' Parts & Labor $5,000.00 $000 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 

5173 Maintenanc, of Equipment' Parts $3,500.00 $000 $3,800.00 $3,800.00 

5199 Maintenance of Structures' Materials $600.00 $000 $500.00 . $500.00 

5201 Medical, Dental & Lab Supplies $0.00 $000 $0.00 . $0.00 

5232 Office S Other Equipment < $5,000 $200.00 $000 $200.00 - $200.00 

5263 .Adverllalng $500.00 $000 $500.00 . $500.00 

5265 ProfessIonal & Special Services $11,800.00 $10.852.37 $31,682.31 $7,610.00 $4,200.00 $5,052.37 $31,662.37 

5301 small Toots & Instruments $300.00 $000 . 	. 	$300.00 $300.00 

5311 General Operating Expanses $15,250.00 $32000 $15,570.00 $320.00 $15,570.00 

5331 Travel Expense $81000.00 $24,259.00 $25,250.00 . $24,259.00 - $25,250.00 

5351 Utilfes 	 - 	 - $2,200.00 $000 $2,200.00 $2,200.00 

5601 Land $000.00 $000 $100.00 ' $100.00 

5813 Building $1,000.00 $000 $1,000.00 . $1,000.00 



U45 6I6 	smenls - 	$600 $0.00 $0.00 - IrJ 
$0.00 

5688 HeaW EquIpmoiI $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

5669 Office Equipment> $5000 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

5670 Other EiIpmenl> $5,000 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

5674 VehIcles $3,500.00 $0.00 $3,500.00 *3.500.00 

5901 Corning encIes $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Expense Total $991800.00 $74030.48 $173,630.46 $7,930.00 $0.00 $50,735.00 $5,800.00 $8585.48 $113,630.46 

Belonce! Reserve $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 


